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We investigate the potential of type II supernovae (SNe) to constrain axion-like particles (ALPs)
coupled simultaneously to nucleons and electrons. ALPs coupled to nucleons can be efficiently
produced in the SN core via nucleon-nucleon bremsstrahlung and, for a wide range of parameters,
leave the SN unhindered, producing a large ALP flux. For masses exceeding 1 MeV, these ALPs
would decay into electron-positron pairs, generating a positron flux. In the case of Galactic SNe,
the annihilation of the created positrons with the electrons present in the Galaxy would contribute
to the 511 keV annihilation line. Using the SPI (SPectrometer on INTEGRAL) observation of
this line, allows us to exclude a wide range of the axion-electron coupling, 10−19 . gae . 10−11, for
gap ∼ 10−9. Additionally, ALPs from extra-galactic SNe decaying into electron-positron pairs would
yield a contribution to the cosmic X-ray background. In this case, we constrain the ALP-electron
coupling down to gae ∼ 10−20.

I. INTRODUCTION

Featuring large densities and core temperatures T ∼
O(30) MeV, type II supernovae (SNe) allow for the pro-
lific production of ALPs with masses up to 100 MeV [1].
In this paper we complement our previous study [2] of
SNe constraints on combinations of the ALP-nucleon and
ALP-photon couplings by deriving limits on ALPs cou-
pled to both nucleons and electrons.

There are two types of arguments typically used to
constrain ALPs from SNe. The first strategy is based
on an indirect signature, due to the impact of the ALP
emission on the SN neutrino signal: an overly efficient
ALP production during the early stage of the SN evolu-
tion would significantly shorten the duration of the SN
neutrino burst [3]. The time distribution of the few neu-
trinos observed from SN 1987A thus allows to exclude
sizable exotic energy losses.

In the case of QCD axions or generic ALPs coupled
with nucleons, the most efficient emission process in a
SN core is nucleon-nucleon bremsstrahlung [3, 4]. In this
case, the neutrino signal argument provides the stringent
bound gaN . 10−9 [3–6]1 on the ALP-nucleon coupling2.
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1 It has been recently pointed out [7] that if the SN core contains a

significant fraction of thermal pions the previous bound may be
strengthened by a factor ∼ 2. However, since the impact of pions
on the ALP emissivity is still the object of current investigations,
we will not use this argument here. We will also only consider
the mass region where the effects of the ALP mass on the flux
is quite small, ma . 30 MeV. For larger masses an improved

ALPs can be produced in the SN core also through
couplings to other fields. If coupled to photons, ALPs
can be created through the Primakoff process, i.e. the
conversion of thermal photons in the electric field of pro-
tons. However, this mechanism is not very efficient and
the constraint derived from the neutrino signal is consid-
erably less stringent than the upper bound derived from
the evolution of low mass stars [9–11]. An exception is
the case of ALPs with masses & 100 keV [12], since such
heavy particles cannot be efficiently produced in low tem-
perature stars.

The ALP coupling to electrons may also lead to a pro-
duction of ALPs in the SN core, mostly through elec-
tron bremsstrahlung or, for ma & 10 MeV, electron-
positron annihilation e+e− → a, leading to a bound on
the ALP-electron coupling 4 × 10−10 < gae < 5 × 10−8

for ma < 300 MeV [13].

The second strategy to constrain the ALP couplings
from SNe, which is the one we will employ in this work,
relies instead on the search for direct signatures of the
SN ALP flux. A well studied example is that of light
ALPs (ma . 10−10 eV) coupled to photons, produced
in the SN core through the Primakoff process and con-
verted into gamma rays in the magnetic field of the Milky
Way [14, 15]. This mechanism predicts a well defined
and in principle observable gamma-ray signal. The non-
observation of such a signal in the Gamma-Ray Spec-

calculation for the bremsstrahlung to massive ALPs would be
needed (for an estimate using phase space arguments see [8])

2 For general arguments we will typically refer to the ALP nucleon
coupling gaN without precisely specifying whether it is the pro-
ton or the neutron coupling (or even a combination). However,
for the discussion of the limits we will be more concrete and spec-
ify that our numbers are obtained with a given value of gap and
gan = 0.
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trometer (GRS) on the Solar Maximum Mission (SMM)
in coincidence with the observation of the neutrinos emit-
ted from SN 1987A allows to set a strong bound on ALPs
coupling to photons [14, 15]. The most recent analysis
finds gaγ < 5.3×10−12 GeV−1 for ma < 4×10−10 eV [16].

Heavy ALPs, with mass ma ∼ O(0.1 − 100) MeV
and coupled to photons, would produce a gamma-ray
signal through the decay a → γγ, rather than con-
version [17, 18]. In this case, the non-observation of
a gamma-ray signal in coincidence with the SN 1987A
implies the bound gaγ . 10−11 GeV−1 at ma ∼
10 MeV [18]. Intriguing opportunities to sharpen these
bounds are offered by the detection of an ALP burst in
future (extra)-galactic SN explosions [19, 20] or from the
analysis of the diffuse ALP flux from all past type II SNe
in the Universe [2, 21].

From a phenomenological point of view, it is interest-
ing to consider ALPs simultaneously coupled to several
Standard Model (SM) fields. In fact, generically axion
and ALP models feature more than one non-vanishing
coupling [22, 23].

Combinations of (gaγ-gae) have been studied in the
case of the Sun [24–26] and globular cluster stars [10, 11].
As we will show, SNe are also sensitive tools to probe dif-
ferent combinations of couplings of ALPs with SM par-
ticles. Our recent investigation, in Ref. [2], considered
ALPs simultaneously coupled to photons and nucleons
(see also [17]). In this case, the nucleon coupling would
be responsible for the ALP production through nuclear
bremsstrahlung, a mechanism considerably more efficient
than the Primakoff process. Assuming a nucleon coupling
roughly equal to the bound from SN 1987A, the limit on
the ALP-photon coupling for ultralight ALPs would be
pushed down to gaγ < 6 × 10−13 GeV−1, while in the
massive case it was found to be gaγ . 10−19 GeV−1 at
ma ∼ 20 MeV.

Given these results, we find it useful to investigate also
combinations of the ALP-nucleon coupling gaN with the
ALP-electron coupling gae.

3 In this work, we consider
ALP masses ma & 1 MeV, to allow the ALP decay into
electron-positron pairs. If the coupling with electrons is
sufficiently small, ALPs would leave the SN envelope and
decay on their route to Earth. The positrons produced in
these decays are expected to efficiently lose energy, slow
down, and annihilate almost at rest with the Galactic
electron density, leading to a characteristic 511 keV an-
nihilation line signal. This line has been well measured
by SPI (SPectrometer on INTEGRAL) [27–30]. 4 In the
following, we will constrain the ALP-electron and ALP-
nucleon coupling using observations of the 511 keV line

3 See Ref. [17] for some early comments in this direction.
4 An additional measurement of the 511 keV line has been recently

performed by the Compton Spectrometer and Imager (COSI)
experiment [31]. Since the results are comparable with those of
SPI, we will not make use of them in the following.

flux, and exploiting its spatial characterization.

Following a phenomenological approach, we mostly
consider ALPs that are coupled dominantly to electrons
and nuclei with a negligible coupling to photons (see [32]
for “photophobic” scenarios). However, as we will briefly
discuss in Sec. II, our considerations are valid even for
photon couplings of a size expected for typical pseudo-
Goldstone bosons.

The plan of our work is the following: in Sec. II we re-
call the ALP flux from nucleon-nucleon bremsstrahlung
and discuss the decay rate into electron-positron pairs for
massive ALPs. Using the decay of ALPs into electron-
positron pairs, in Sec. III we derive our bounds on the
ALP couplings. In particular, in Sec. III A we consider
Galactic SNe and derive the bound from the 511 keV sig-
nal, while in Sec. III B we explore the case of ALP decay
from extra-galactic SNe, with the positrons annihilating
outside the Galaxy. In this last case, the resulting pho-
ton flux, properly redshifted, contributes to the cosmic
X-ray diffuse background, allowing us to place an addi-
tional bound. In Sec. IV, we comment on our results
and conclude. Finally, in the Appendix we discuss the
possible uncertainties affecting our results.

II. ALPS FROM SUPERNOVAE: PRODUCTION
AND DECAYS

A. ALP production in a SN core

The ALP interactions with the SM fields are expressed
by the following Lagrangian terms [22]

Lint =
∑

ψ=e,p,n

gaψ
2mψ

(ψ̄γµγ5ψ)∂µa− 1

4
gaγFµν F̃

µνa , (1)

where gaψ are the effective (dimensionless) ALP cou-
plings with fermions with mass mψ, and gaγ is the
photon-ALP coupling constant (with dimension of an in-
verse energy).

In the following, we assume the coupling to photons
to be small enough to guarantee a much more efficient
ALP decay into electron-positron pairs than into photons
(cf. Sec. II B). With this assumption, the ALP production
rate in the SN proceeds mostly through bremsstrahlung,
ψ + ψ → ψ + ψ + a, where ψ is any of the fermions
in Eq. (1). However, in the range of parameters we are
exploring in this work, the contribution of the electron
bremsstrahlung to the SN ALP production can be ig-
nored and the nuclear bremsstrahlung remains the only
significant production mechanism. A recent evaluation of
the ALP flux generated by the nucleon bremsstrahlung
process can be found in Ref. [2, 6], to which we refer the
interested reader for further details. For the purpose of
our work here, it is sufficient to point out that, in the
case of ma � T , the integrated ALP spectrum is given,
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to excellent precision, by the analytical expression [2]

dNp
a

dE
= C

(
gap
gref
ap

)2(
E

E0

)β
exp

(
− (β + 1)E

E0

)
, (2)

where C = 9.08 × 1055 MeV−1, E0 = 103.2 MeV, and
β = 2.2 for the reference couplings gref

ap = 10−9 and
gan = 0. These values are obtained from a SN model
with an 18 M� progenitor, simulated in spherical symme-
try with the AGILE-BOLTZTRAN code [33, 34]. This
is a reasonable approximation for the ALP spectrum for
masses ma . 30 MeV, including accurate nuclear physics
and many-body effects [6]. In what follows, we will as-
sume this SN as representative of all type II SN mod-
els. A discussion of the uncertainty introduced by this
assumption is presented in the Appendix, where we eval-
uate this bound assuming a 11.2 M� and a 25 M� SN as
the representative model. A more in depth discussion of
this, including the mass distribution of SNe, is foreseen
for future work [35].

To ensure that a putative photon signal is not ab-
sorbed by the SN medium, we require that ALPs decay
outside the SN envelope, which we take to have a size
resc = 1014 cm [36]. This requires gae . 10−11 − 10−12,
somewhat depending on the ALP mass (see also Eq. (3)
below).

B. ALP decays into electron-positron pairs

ALPs in the mass range, 1 MeV < ma . 100 MeV can
decay only into photons and electron-positron pairs. The
partial decay lengths are given by (see Ref. [18, 37])

le =
γv

Γa→e+e−
=
Ea
ma

√
1− m2

a

E2
a√

1− 4m2
e

m2
a

8π

g2
aema

'1.6× 10−5 kpc

(
Ea

100 MeV

)(
10 MeV

ma

)2(
10−13

gae

)2

,

(3)

and

lγ =
γv

Γa→γγ
=
Ea
ma

√
1− m2

a

E2
a

64π

g2
aγm

3
a

'1.3 kpc

(
Ea

100 MeV

)(
10 MeV

ma

)4(
10−13GeV−1

gaγ

)2

.

(4)

The total ALP decay length is l−1
tot = l−1

e + l−1
γ . In the

present analysis, we focus mostly on the case in which
the contribution of lγ to the decay length is negligible.
For this to be a reasonable assumption, the branching

ratio into electrons must be dominant, i.e.

BR(a→ γγ)

BR(a→ e+e−)
=
le
lγ

=

∼ 10−5
( ma

10 MeV

)2
(

10−13

gae

)2(
gaγ

10−13 GeV−1

)2

� 1.

(5)

For a typical pseudo-Goldstone where one universal
decay constant f sets all relevant couplings we expect
the relations,

gae ∼
me

f
∼ 10−13

(
1010 GeV

f

)
(6)

gaγ ∼
α

4πf
∼ 10−13 GeV−1

(
1010 GeV

f

)
gaN ∼ O(1)× mN

f
∼ 10−10

(
1010 GeV

f

)
,

where in the last line the O(1) constant depends on
whether the underlying couplings are to quarks or gluons
and whether we are dealing with a proton or a neutron
(see, e.g. [22, 38, 39] for values in the specific case of QCD
axions).

From the relation for the electron and the photon cou-
pling we can see that for masses ma . 100 MeV the re-
quirement that the decay occurs dominantly into elec-
trons, Eq. (5), is naturally fulfilled in the case of a uni-
versal decay constant. A similar parametric relation can
be obtained by considering only an electron coupling that
then generates a photon coupling via a loop diagram, cf.
the expressions in [32, 40].

In what follows, we will also set constraints on electron
couplings that are considerably suppressed compared to
the nucleon couplings. While our approach is agnostic
about the origin of the couplings, let us mention that
such couplings could occur, for example, in a photopho-
bic scenario [32] where, in addition, the electron coupling
is loop suppressed. In the case of suppressed electron
couplings, we then have to check that the loop gener-
ated photon coupling from the nucleon coupling are not
too large, and the decay into electrons is still dominant.
Naively applying the loop expressions5 from [32, 40] this
is of the order,

gaγ ∼
α

6π

m2
a

m3
N

gaN (7)

∼ 4× 10−18GeV−1
( ma

10 MeV

)2 ( gaN
10−10

)
.

For a wide range of masses and electron couplings, this
is compatible with a dominant decay into electrons ac-
cording to Eq. (5). However, for the smallest values of
gae and higher masses ma, some tuning may be required
to eliminate this coupling.

5 In principle some care might be necessary to take the bound state
nature of the nucleons into account.
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III. POSITRON BOUNDS

As discussed above, we are interested in ALPs that de-
cay dominantly into electron-positron pairs, outside the
SN envelope. The generated positrons are then trapped
by theO(1) µG Galactic magnetic field, and lose their en-
ergy efficiently through Bhabha e+e− scatterings, before
annihilating (almost at rest) into two photons, each with
an energy of ∼ 511 keV. Strictly speaking, a magnetic
field traps charged particles only in the direction perpen-
dicular to the magnetic field. Nevertheless, for typical
conditions of the interstellar medium, positrons with en-
ergies . 100 MeV are expected to travel not more than
∼ 1 kpc [41–43]. In the following we will take a distance
of 1 kpc as our baseline propagation length.

Depending on the free electron density in our Galaxy
and the ionization conditions of the inter-stellar medium,
the positron annihilation time is expected to range be-
tween τe ∈

[
103 − 106

]
years [44, 45]. We neglect the

so-called in-flight annihilation channel of high-energy
positrons, unless otherwise stated [46]. While this
could, in principle, reduce the fraction of positrons be-
ing stopped and contributing to the 511 keV line, the
signal reduction is not expected to exceed 25%. On the
other hand photons produced by the in-flight annihilation
would contribute to the diffuse MeV-GeV emission and,
therefore, offer another possible mean to set constraints
on our model.

The SPI gamma-ray spectrometer on the INTEGRAL
satellite provides measurements of the Galactic 511 keV
X-ray line flux [27–30]. We will use observations from [30]
to constrain the positron flux injected by ALPs produced
by Galactic SNe and decaying outside the SN envelope.
This allows us to obtain a bound on gae and gaN . Ad-
ditionally, we will use measurements of the cosmic X-ray
background (CXB) by the High Energy Astronomy Ob-
servatory (HEAO) [47] and the Solar Maximum Mission
(SMM) [48] to constrain a diffuse flux generated by all
the past extra-galactic SNe.

A. Flux from Galactic supernovae

The SPI gamma-ray spectrometer measurements con-
strains the Galactic center positron annihilation rate to
be smaller than a few ×1043 s−1 [1, 49]. Since electron-
positron annihilation seems to be in equilibrium, this can
also be taken as a bound on the positron production rate.
Assuming a Galactic SN rate of 2 events per century,
in Ref. [36] it was estimated that the previous bound
would be saturated if a single SN emits more than 1053

positrons. This result was then used, in the same work, to
obtain constraints on dark photons emitted from SNe and
decaying into electron-positron pairs. This argument is,
however, somewhat oversimplified since it does not take
into account the specific distribution of the positrons in
the Galaxy, assuming instead that it has the same mor-
phology of the detected 511 keV line. As we will see, this

is not fully realistic.
In our work, we adopt a more detailed approach, ex-

ploiting the longitude and latitude distributions of the
511 keV gamma-ray flux provided by an analysis of SPI
data [30], and comparing it with the expected 511 keV
line signal produced by positrons from ALP decays, as
traced by the probability distribution of type II SNe.

The time integrated flux of ALPs, produced in the SN
core and escaping from the SN envelope is given by(

dNp
a

dE

)
esc

=
dNp

a

dE
× exp

(
− resc

le

)
(8)

where the ALP production rate, dNp
a /dE, is given by

Eq. (2). For simplicity we assume that all SNe are well
represented by our model and neglect the sub-leading
contribution of type Ib/c SNe to the SN rate. Then, the
injected positron flux from a SN explosion is given by

Npos =

∫
dE

(
dNp

a

dE

)
esc

[
1− exp

(
− rG

le

)]
, (9)

where the term in square brackets guarantees that the
ALPs decay within our Galaxy. To be conservative, we
use a very small value for the radius, rG = 1 kpc, which
ensures that we stay inside the Galaxy in all directions
(including, in particular, the direction perpendicular to
the plane).

In Fig. 1, we show the number of positrons that are
produced inside the Galaxy (black solid line). As a ref-
erence, the horizontal line indicates the maximal positron
number (Npos = 1053) used in Ref. [36].

For a vanishing ALP-photon coupling and a small gae,
the positron production is suppressed since most ALPs
escape the Galaxy before decaying. As gae increases,
ALPs decay inside the Galaxy, reaching the maximum
positron production when all the ALPs decay in the
Galaxy, for gae & 10−16. This plateau extends for some
orders of magnitude in gae, depending on the ALP mass
(e.g. up to gae ' 10−12 for ma = 30 MeV). For larger
gae, ALPs decay inside the SN envelope, and the cre-
ated positrons annihilate in an environment where it is
not clear whether they can escape and contribute to an
observable signal.

At this point let us comment on the effects of a non-
vanishing coupling gaγ . Its effect is demonstrated in the
non-solid lines of Fig. 1. In order to take into account
the impact of decays into photons on the positron flux
we multiply Eq. (9) by the branching ratio

BR(a→ e+e−)

BR(a→ γγ) +BR(a→ e+e−)
. (10)

The effect of the photon coupling in reducing the branch-
ing ratio is particularly important for small gae, where
the escape-related suppression factor is linear in l−1

tot.
In Fig. 2, we show the number of positrons produced,

Npos, as a function of the ALP mass ma, for three differ-
ent values of gae and keeping gaγ = 0. As a benchmark
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FIG. 1: Number of positrons produced inside a radius of rG =
1 kpc, per SN as function of gae for different values of g10aγ ≡
gaγ/10−10GeV−1, and a fixed gap = 10−9 and ma = 30 MeV.
The red line indicates a sizable positron production, Npos =
1053 [36].

FIG. 2: Number of positrons as function of the ALP mass for
gaγ = 0 and different values of the ALP-electron coupling.

value we use ma = 30 MeV. For gae = 10−12 (solid curve)
the positron number monotonically decreases while in-
creasing the ALP mass. The behavior is due to the
fact that, for such large ALP-electron couplings, a large
portion of ALPs decay before leaving the SN and thus
do not contribute to the positron flux. This fraction
clearly increases at higher masses since in this case the
decay length is reduced, as evident from Eq. (3). For
gae = 10−15 (dashed curve), the positron number is
rather insensitive to the ALP mass. This case corre-
sponds to a regime in which all ALPs decay outside the
SN and inside the Galaxy, giving the maximum contribu-
tion to Npos. Finally, for gae = 10−18, Npos increases as
function of the ALP mass. Indeed, for such a small value
of the ALP-electron coupling, a reduction in the decay
length would enhance the ALPs probability of decaying
inside the Galaxy.

Let us now consider the distribution of the generated
photons and compare it to the data. In addition to the
location of the SNe producing the ALPs there are two fac-

tors that determine the morphology of the 511 keV signal.
First, depending on their decay length ALPs may travel
a considerable distance before decaying. To be conser-
vative we only count positrons from ALP decays within
1 kpc such that we are safely within the galaxy. Second,
the positrons produced from the ALP decays may travel
some distance before being stopped and annihilated. As
long as the SN ALPs decay in the Galaxy, the 511 keV
photons are expected to be generated not farther than
1 kpc [41–43] from the ALP decay region. We estimate
the influence of both effects by performing a smearing of
the signal on a 1 kpc scale as described below. In the
Appendix we show the variation of the bound related to
a different choice of the smearing scale.

Let us also briefly comment on the time structure of
the signal. Most positrons with energies . 100 MeV, slow
down before undergoing an almost at rest annihilation
(allowing for a 511 keV line signal). This takes a time
of the order of τe ∼ 103 − 106 years depending on the
environmental density of electrons. We expect that the
time scale until annihilation varies between the individual
positrons, direction and energy of emission etc. by factors
of at least O(1). In consequence a SN would contribute
to the 511 keV scale for a time of the order of ∼ 103 −
106 years. This is much longer than the typical time-
interval between galactic SNe ∼ 50 years. Hence, at any
given time we receive signals from a sizable number of
past SNe. This allows us to average over the Galactic
distribution to get an estimate of the flux distribution.

The probability distribution of type II SNe in the
Galaxy is expected to follow the regions of high star for-
mation, particularly the spiral arms. For this reason,
it is peaked slightly off the Galactic center. However
the exact distribution is still subject to some uncertain-
ties [50, 51]. Here, we refer to the model presented in
Ref. [50] for our quantitative analysis. We have verified
that the more recent model presented in Ref. [51] yields
essentially identical results.

The probability distribution of Galactic SNe is best
represented in the Galactocentric coordinate system,
(r, z, l), with the origin in the Galaxy center, the x−axis
directed toward the Sun, r the radial coordinate in the
Galactic plane, and z the height, measured from the
Galactic plane. The connection with the more common
Galactic coordinate system can be made through the re-
lations

r =
√
s2 cos2 b+ d2

� − 2d�s cos l cos b , (11)

z = s sin b , (12)

where −π ≤ l ≤ π is the Galactic longitude, −π/2 ≤ b ≤
π/2 is the Galactic latitude, d� = 8.5 kpc is the solar
distance from the Galactic center and s is the distance
from the SN to the Sun.

The properly normalized SN volume distribution in the
Galactocentric coordinate system is given by [50]

ncc = σcc(r)Rcc(z) kpc−3 , (13)
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where σcc(r) is the normalized Galactic surface density
of type II events

σcc(r) =
rζe−r/u

2π u2+ζ Γ(2 + ζ)
, (14)

with Γ the Euler gamma function. The vertical distribu-
tion, is approximated as a superposition of two Gaussian
distributions with different scale height for the thin and
thick disk,

Rcc(z) = 1.874

{
0.79 exp

[
−
(

z

0.212 kpc

)2]
+ 0.21 exp

[
−
(

z

0.636 kpc

)2]}
, (15)

Following Ref. [50], in these expressions we take as bench-
mark values ζ = 4 and u = 1.25 kpc.

Then, the number of SNe exploded in a given infinites-
imal element of volume per unit time is given by

Γccncc s
2ds dΩ , (16)

where dΩ = db cos b dl, and normalized such that∫
dΩ ds s2 ncc = 1. We fix the Galactic SN explosion

rate to Γcc = 2 SNe/century [52].
In our Galaxy, the emission of the 511 keV line proceeds
mostly through the formation of positronium. Indeed,
the positronium fraction is found to be ∼ 1 for positrons
annihilating at rest in typical conditions of the Milky
Way interstellar medium [53]. Two photons of 511 keV
energies originate from the (singlet) para-positronium
state, leading to the specific line signal. The angular
distribution in the Galactic sky-map of the 511 keV line
photon signal produced by positron-electron annihilation
through para-positronium formation is then given by:6

dφ511
γ

dΩ
= 2kpsNposΓcc

∫
ds s2ncc[r(s, b, l)]

4πs2
, (17)

where kps = 1/4 accounts for the fraction of positrons
annihilating through parapositronium,7 then producing
two photons with energy equal to 511 keV [54].

In first approximation, the photon flux produced by
ALP decays follows the Galactic SN distribution. The
sky-map of the expected SN probability distribution and
the resulting photon flux is shown in Fig. 3 (upper panel).
Under these conditions, we expect the positron distribu-
tion to be peaked at zero latitude, b = 0, and at longitude
l ' ±30◦, with a dip at l = 0.

6 Unless explicitly mentioned, here and in the following we neglect
the small fraction of positrons (. 25%) that annihilate in flight
and do not contribute to the signal. This has only a relatively
small effect on the resulting limits.

7 Annihilation through orthopositronium leads to three photons
that do not contribute to the 511 keV line signal.

However, as discussed above, the distribution is
smeared out to some degree by the combined effect of
a significant decay length as well as by the distance trav-
elled by the positrons before being stopped. By consid-
ering a longer ALP decay length for smaller values of the
ALP mass or smaller couplings gae and a distance∼ 1 kpc
covered by positrons before annihilating, we expect the
produced photon distribution to be smeared. We conser-
vatively take this effect into account in two ways. Firstly,
we use for the radius rG in Eq. (9) the smallest extend of
the Galaxy, i.e. the vertical direction, rG = 1 kpc. Sec-
ondly, in order to account for the more diffuse emission,
we smear the SN distribution over a scale λ, replacing
σcc(r) and Rcc(z) in Eq. (13) respectively with

σ′cc(r) = A

∫ ∞
0

dsσcc(s) e
−|s−r|/λ ,

R′cc(z) = B

∫ ∞
−∞

dsRcc(s) e
−|s−z|/λ ,

(18)

where the normalization constants A and B are
obtained by imposing 2π

∫∞
0
dr r σ′cc(r) = 1 and∫

dΩ ds s2 σ′ccR
′
cc = 1. The sky-map including this

smearing is shown in Fig. 3 (lower panel).
The expected 511 keV photon flux from ALP decays

should be compared with the 511 keV flux measurement
from SPI. The 511 keV photon flux Φγ distributions in
latitude b and in longitude l, as derived in Ref. [30], are
shown in Figs. 4-5 respectively, where we overlay the
ALP-induced signal for ma = 30 MeV and two represen-
tative values of the coupling, gae = 3× 10−12 and gae =
1.5×10−18. To demonstrate the impact of the smearing,
we blurred the signal over a scale λ = min(le, 1 kpc)
following the recipe in Eq.(18), ignoring the possible
positron propagation before their annihilation. As ex-
pected, the photon flux produced by ALP decay is peaked
at b = 0. For larger electron couplings, the shape of the
ALP signal becomes closer to the observed photon flux
in the latitude direction (Fig. 4). However, as shown in
Fig. 5, the longitudinal distribution of the photons from
ALPs is very different from the 511 keV signal observed
by the SPI. Indeed, as discussed above, there is a dip
at l = 0 where the observed signal is strongly peaked.
Moreover, the two peaks at l ' ±30◦ are clearly visible.

In order to get a conservative bound on the ALP pa-
rameter space for our analysis we consider the longitude
and latitude profiles from Ref. [30]. Given the uncertain-
ties in our calculation, we use a very simple procedure
to set our limit: the bound on ALPs is set by the first
bin where the predicted signal exceeds the data at 2σ.
In our case, the most constraining bin comes from the
longitudinal distribution at l ∈ [28.25◦, 31.25◦] because
the predicted photon distribution is almost flat in this
direction.

In Fig. 6, we plot the bound (red region) on the ALP-
electron coupling gae as a function of the ALP-nucleon
coupling gap in the range below the SN 1987A energy-loss
bound. In order to be conservative, our fiducial exclu-
sion region (the shaded red region) is obtained smearing
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FIG. 3: Sky-map in the region b ∈ [−10◦, 10◦] and l ∈ [−180◦, 180◦], of the photon flux in Eq. (17) (upper panel), evaluated for
gae = 3×10−12, gap = 10−9 and ma = 30 MeV. In the lower panel we include a smearing at a scale of 1 kpc for gae = 1.5×10−18,
gap = 10−9 and ma = 30 MeV. This simulates the effects of a non-negligible decay length of the ALP and the distance travelled
by the positron before annihilating (see text for details).
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FIG. 4: Comparison of the photon flux produced by ALPs
for gap = 10−9, ma = 30 MeV and two different values of gae
with the one measured by SPI [30] as function of the Galactic
latitude and integrated over the region −5.25◦ < l < 3.75◦.
Note that we neglect a possible propagation of the positrons.
For gae = 3×10−12 the smearing is done over λ = le � 1 kpc
and has a negligible impact, while for gae = 1.5 × 10−18 we
smeared the signal over 1 kpc, washing-out the central peak.

FIG. 5: As in Fig. 4 but as function of the Galactic longitude
and integrated over the region −10.75◦ < b < 10.25◦. Note
that the central dip is in agreement with Fig. 3. Due to the
already much broader distribution of the SNe in this direction
the smearing over 1 kpc for the smaller value of gae is less
pronounced.

the ALP-induced photon signal over a scale λ = 1 kpc,
taking into account both the ALP propagation before
their decay and the positron one before annihilation. For
comparison, the red dashed line represents a more op-
timistic bound, where we assume that ALPs decay and
positrons annihilate in the immediate vicinity of where
they are produced. The boundaries of the excluded band
gLae . gae . gHae are given by the following arguments.
For gae & gHae, ALPs would decay inside the SN en-
velope. Analogously, for gae . gLae, ALPs would es-
cape our Galaxy before decaying into pairs. In both
cases, such ALP decays could not contribute to the 511
keV signal. We see that for gap ∼ 10−9, the range
10−19 . gae . 10−12 is excluded.

FIG. 6: Bounds on gae vs gap from the diffuse Galactic
SNe (red band) and from extra-galactic SNe (blue band) for
ma = 30 MeV. The dashed red line illustrates the effect of
smearing by assuming the extreme case where the photon sig-
nal follows exactly the distribution of SNe, i.e. it neglects the
distance travelled by ALPs and positrons. Values gap & 10−9

are excluded by the energy loss argument [3–6].

FIG. 7: Bounds on gae vs gap from the diffuse Galactic
SNe (reddish bands) and from extra-galactic SNe (bluish
bands) for three representative values of the ALP mass ma =
3, 10, 30 MeV.

For smaller values of gap, the upper boundary of the
exclusion plot is rather flat, while the lower boundary is
reduced becoming gae & 10−17 for gap ∼ 10−11. This dif-
ferent behaviour is due to the fact that along the upper
boundary the positron flux would exceed the 511 keV sig-
nal independently of the exact value of gap in the chosen
range, as long as the ALPs decay outside the SN enve-
lope. The latter condition fixes the upper value of gae.
Conversely, along the lower boundary, since gae is much
smaller, a sizable value of gap is required in order to get
an observable signal.

Reducing the value of gap, we reach a point at which
ALPs are not abundant enough to produce a detectable
signal even though they decay entirely into positrons.
This threshold is represented in Fig. 6 by the vertical left
end of the exclusion region.

We note that for gae & 10−12 the ALP decay length
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is comparable with the SN photosphere radius, le ∼ resc.
As discussed in Ref. [36], in this situation ALPs might
create a fireball, i.e. a layer of hot electron-positron
plasma due to the ALP decays just outside the pho-
tosphere (located at resc), which absorbs the positrons
produced in the ALP decay. However, the total number
of positrons escaping the SN is only an order-one factor
smaller than the initial number produced at resc. There-
fore, the formation of a fireball has a small effect on the
positron flux and thus our bound is mostly unaffected by
this phenomenon.

As shown in Fig. 7, the shape of the exclusion region
is rather independent of the ALP mass. The dominant
effect of the mass is that the bound is shifted towards
larger couplings as the mass decreases. This is due to
the dependence of the ALP decay length on the mass.

We finally note that our bound, based on the angu-
lar structure of the ALP-induced signal, might be trans-
lated into the requirement that a single SN should emit
no more than ∼ 1052 positrons, a value one order of
magnitude more stringent than the estimate of Ref. [36].
More precisely, without smearing a SN cannot emit more
than Npos . 8 × 1051, while with the smearing we find
Npos . 1.6× 1052.8

In addition to the combined flux from the Galactic
SNe, one may also look for a 511 keV signal from young
local SNe and SN remnants, in order to derive constraints
on positron emission from different sources [55]. Among
the sources observed by SPI, the only one correspond-
ing to a Galactic type II SN explosion (SNIIb) is the SN
remnant Cassiopea A, at a distance d = 3.4 kpc [56],
which exploded about tCAS = 400 years ago [57]. How-
ever, since the explosion time of this source is much
smaller than the typical positron annihilation time in the
Galaxy,9 it is uncertain whether we receive a sizable con-
tribution to the 511 keV signal from ALP emission.

B. Extra-galactic supernovae

We now consider the case of extra-galactic SNe, pro-
ducing ALPs that decay into positrons outside our
Galaxy. In the extra-galactic medium, where charged
particles are trapped by B ∼ O(1) nG, the produced
relativistic positrons would slow down and annihilate at
rest on a timescale comparable or faster than the Hubble
expansion time [58] (τe . 1010 yrs), giving two photons,
each with energy me, as in the previous case. However,

8 In these numbers we have accounted for the positrons annihilat-
ing in flight by conservatively assuming that this fraction is at
most 25% in the relevant energy range.

9 As the slow down requires many interactions, we think that the
number of slowed down positrons does not simply follow an ex-
ponential decay law in their “lifetime”. Instead we expect it to
be more peaked around the lifetime.

such photons are redshifted and thus do not contribute to
the 511 keV line. Rather, they contribute to the cosmic
X-ray background (CXB), measured by different exper-
iments, e.g. the High Energy Astronomy Observatory
(HEAO) [47] and the Solar Maximum Mission (SMM)
[48] (a recent data compilation can be found in Ref. [59]).
This case is useful to extend the previous constraints to
smaller values of gae. The cumulative energy flux of es-
caping ALPs from past type II SNe, and decaying into
electron-positron pairs in the redshift interval between
[zd : zd − dzd] is given by (see, e.g., Refs. [2, 21])(
dφa(Ea)

dEa

)
dec

(19)

=

∫ ∞
zd

dz (1 + z)
dNa(Ea(1 + z))

dEa
RSN (z)

∣∣∣∣ dtdz
∣∣∣∣

×
[
e−(z−zd)/H0le − e−(z−zd+dzd)/H0le

]
where z is the redshift. RSN (z) is the SN explosion
rate, taken from [60], with a total normalization for the
type II rate Rcc = 1.25 × 10−4yr−1 Mpc−3. Further-
more, |dt/dz|−1 = H0(1 + z)[ΩΛ + ΩM (1 + z)3]1/2 with
the cosmological parameters H0 = 67.4 km s−1 Mpc−1,
ΩM = 0.315, ΩΛ = 0.685 [61]. Most of the contribution
to the ALP flux comes from z ∼ 1− 2.

Expanding the previous expression for small dzd one
finds the differential flux of decayed ALPs,(

d2φa(Ea)

dEadzd

)
dec

(20)

=

∫ ∞
zd

(1 + z)
dNa(Ea(1 + z))

dEa

×[RSN (z)] exp

(
− z − zd

H0le

)
1

H0le

[∣∣∣∣ dtdz
∣∣∣∣dz] .

Since the major contribution to the ALP flux comes
from z . 2, the photons produced by the annihilation
of the positrons, originated from ALP decays, are not
absorbed [62] and, due to the redshift, reach us with an
energy

Eγ =
me

1 + zd
. (21)

The produced photon flux is then given by

dφγ
dEγ

= 2kps
dφa
dzd

dzd
dEγ

= 2kps
me

E2
γ

∫ ∞
ma

dEa

(
d2φa(Ea)

dEadzd

)
dec

. (22)

In Fig. 8, we compare our result for the photon flux
produced by ALP decays from extra-galactic SNe (as-
suming ma = 30 MeV, gap = 10−9, gae = 7 × 10−21) to
the CXB flux measured by HEAO-1 [47] and SMM [48].
In order to get a bound on gae vs gap, we require that
the produced photon flux from ALP decays does not ex-
ceed the measured CXB by more than 2σ. We show the
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FIG. 8: Photon flux from CXB measured by HEAO-1 [47] and
SMM [48] with 2σ error bars, compared with the X-ray flux
from ALP decays from extra-galactic SNe for ma = 30 MeV,
gap = 10−9, gae = 7× 10−21 (solid curve).

exclusion areas also in Fig. 6, for ma = 30 MeV (blue
region), and in Fig. 7, where we compare three values of
the ALP mass ma = 3, 10, 30 MeV (light blue regions).

In this case, the upper limit is obtained by requiring
that the decayed photons are in the X-ray band accessible
to the instruments used for detection, while the lower
limit is given by the requirement that ALPs decay before
reaching our Galaxy. At gap = 10−9, the lower bound is
one order of magnitude more stringent than the bound
from Galactic SNe for the corresponding ALP mass. In
particular, values gae & 10−20 are excluded for gap =
10−9 and ma = 30 MeV. The trend of gae vs gap is similar
to what observed in the Galactic case. However, we can
lower the value of gap only by less than one order of
magnitude before the bound disappears.

We remark that our bounds from the CXB are conser-
vative in the sense that we do not attempt any modeling
and subtraction of the guaranteed astrophysical contri-
butions from extra-galactic objects. Indeed, models from
active galactic nuclei quite successfully explain the whole
CXB up to at least 200 keV [63], while at higher energies
– which are the ones most relevant for our bound – their
contribution remains more uncertain.

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have investigated the physics potential
of Galactic and extra-galactic type II SNe to constrain
ALPs coupled with nucleons and electrons.

In such a situation, ALPs are produced in the SN
core via nucleon-nucleon bremsstrahlung. Their decay
then produces electron-positron pairs. The positrons are
stopped by interactions with matter and then annihilate
with electrons to produce 511 keV photons. For Galac-
tic SNe this produces a 511 keV gamma-ray line. Us-
ing observations of the spectrometer SPI (SPectrometer
on INTEGRAL) [30], we obtain stringent constraints for
the electron-ALP coupling, excluding the range 10−19 .

gae . 10−12 for gap ∼ 10−9. ALPs from extra-galactic
SNe are stopped (on significantly longer length/time-
scales) by the extra-galactic medium. In this case, the
red-shift has to be taken into account leading to a some-
what broader signal. Nevertheless, data from the ob-
servation of the cosmic X-ray background [59] improve
the previous constraint down to gae ∼ 10−20. Further
improvement could result from observations of the fu-
ture eASTROGAM [64] and AMEGO [65]. In particular
additional measurements away from the Galactic center
region would be helpful. Also, improvements in the un-
derstanding and detailed modeling of the positron prop-
agation and slow-down would strengthen the confidence
in the results, but potentially also allow to tighten the
limits via a better modeling of the morphology. To our
knowledge, the discussed range of couplings is currently
unexplored. Moreover, as briefly discussed in Sec. II, the
constrained range of couplings is easily motivated in sim-
ple models where the ALPs are pseudo-Goldstone bosons.

Beyond our result on ALPs, we also note that we
obtain an improved result on the maximum number of
positrons that may be emitted by an SN outside its en-
velope Npos . 1052, which takes into account the SN
distribution inside the Galaxy. This result could also be
applied to update limits on other particles such as dark
photons [36].
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Appendix: Quantifying the uncertainties of the
model

In this Appendix we discuss the role of the two ma-
jor sources of uncertainties encountered in this work: the
dependence of the ALP flux from the SN progenitor and
the choice of the smearing scale λ in Eq. (9).
The first is quantified by considering two other different
SN models, with 25 M� and 11.2 M� progenitor masses.
We observe that the SN temperature grows as the pro-
genitor mass increases, therefore at fixed value of gap the
produced ALP flux is larger and the typical energy is
higher for heavier progenitors. In addition, we checked
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FIG. 9: Galactic bound on gae vs gap for ma = 30 MeV
using three SN models with different progenitor masses: M =
18 M� (continuous red line), M = 25 M� (dashed darker red)
and M = 11.2 M� (dotted red line).

FIG. 10: Galactic bound on gae vs gap for ma = 30 MeV
using different smearing scales λ, as shown in legend. The
dot-dashed black line is the bound obtained without smearing,
neglecting the distance travelled by the ALPs and positrons
as in Fig. 6.

that the assumption of massless ALPs for ma . 30 MeV
is still valid for the lighter progenitor. For the 25 M�
model, the best-fit parameters of the ALP flux in Eq. (2)
are C = 1.1×1056 MeV−1, E0 = 126.8 MeV and β = 2.03
for the reference couplings gref

ap = 10−9 and gan = 0. On
the other hand, the ALP flux for the 11.2 M� model
is fitted by C = 2.81 × 1055 MeV−1, E0 = 79.5 MeV
and β = 2.5 for the same reference couplings as before.
The 11.2 M� progenitor is a motivated representative
SN model because the SN population is larger at lower
masses [35]. In Fig. 9 we show the Galactic bound evalu-
ated for the three different representative SN progenitors.
As expected, the exclusion region becomes smaller as the
progenitor mass decreases, due to the reduction of the
produced ALP flux.

The uncertainty related to the smearing scale λ is ad-
dressed by calculating the bound for two additional val-
ues of this scale, namely 5 kpc and 10 kpc. In Fig. 10
we compare the case without smearing (dot-dashed black
curve), our fiducial bound with λ = 1 kpc (the shaded
red area in the solid red line) and the other two cases with
λ = 5 kpc (dashed dark red line) and λ = 10 kpc (dotted
light red line). The bound is weakened as the smearing
scale increases. Indeed, for larger values of λ the sig-
nal becomes more featureless and the equivalent number
of produced positrons from each SN tends to increase.
More precisely, accounting for the positrons annihilating
in flight as discussed in Sec. III, for λ = 5 kpc we ob-
tain Npos . 8.7 × 1052 and for λ = 10 kpc we obtain
Npos . 2.6 × 1053. Clearly, a more accurate description
of the positron propagation in the Galaxy would reduce
the uncertainties in our analysis.

[1] G. G. Raffelt, Stars as laboratories for fundamental
physics. 1996. http://wwwth.mpp.mpg.de/members/

raffelt/mypapers/199613.pdf.
[2] F. Calore, P. Carenza, M. Giannotti, J. Jaeckel, and

A. Mirizzi, “Bounds on axionlike particles from the
diffuse supernova flux,” Phys. Rev. D102 no. 12, (2020)
123005, arXiv:2008.11741 [hep-ph].

[3] G. G. Raffelt, “Astrophysical axion bounds,” Lect.
Notes Phys. 741 (2008) 51–71, arXiv:hep-ph/0611350
[hep-ph].

[4] A. Burrows, M. S. Turner, and R. P. Brinkmann,
“Axions and SN 1987a,” Phys. Rev. D39 (1989) 1020.

[5] W. Keil, H.-T. Janka, D. N. Schramm, G. Sigl, M. S.
Turner, and J. R. Ellis, “A Fresh look at axions and
SN-1987A,” Phys. Rev. D 56 (1997) 2419–2432,
arXiv:astro-ph/9612222.

[6] P. Carenza, T. Fischer, M. Giannotti, G. Guo,
G. Mart́ınez-Pinedo, and A. Mirizzi, “Improved axion

emissivity from a supernova via nucleon-nucleon
bremsstrahlung,” JCAP 1910 no. 10, (2019) 016,
arXiv:1906.11844 [hep-ph]. [Erratum:
JCAP2005,no.05,E01(2020)].

[7] P. Carenza, B. Fore, M. Giannotti, A. Mirizzi, and
S. Reddy, “Enhanced Supernova Axion Emission and its
Implications,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 126 no. 7, (2021)
071102, arXiv:2010.02943 [hep-ph].

[8] A. Carmona, C. Scherb, and P. Schwaller, “Charming
ALPs,” arXiv:2101.07803 [hep-ph].

[9] A. Ayala, I. Domı́nguez, M. Giannotti, A. Mirizzi, and
O. Straniero, “Revisiting the bound on axion-photon
coupling from Globular Clusters,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 113
no. 19, (2014) 191302, arXiv:1406.6053
[astro-ph.SR].

[10] M. Giannotti, I. Irastorza, J. Redondo, and
A. Ringwald, “Cool WISPs for stellar cooling excesses,”
JCAP 1605 (2016) 057, arXiv:1512.08108

http://wwwth.mpp.mpg.de/members/raffelt/mypapers/199613.pdf
http://wwwth.mpp.mpg.de/members/raffelt/mypapers/199613.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.123005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.123005
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.11741
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-73518-2_3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-73518-2_3
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0611350
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0611350
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.39.1020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.56.2419
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9612222
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/10/016, 10.1088/1475-7516/2020/05/E01
http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.11844
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.071102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.071102
http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.02943
http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.07803
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.191302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.191302
http://arxiv.org/abs/1406.6053
http://arxiv.org/abs/1406.6053
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2016/05/057
http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.08108


12

[astro-ph.HE].
[11] M. Giannotti, I. G. Irastorza, J. Redondo, A. Ringwald,

and K. Saikawa, “Stellar Recipes for Axion Hunters,”
JCAP 10 (2017) 010, arXiv:1708.02111 [hep-ph].

[12] G. Lucente, P. Carenza, T. Fischer, M. Giannotti, and
A. Mirizzi, “Heavy axion-like particles and core-collapse
supernovae: constraints and impact on the explosion
mechanism,” JCAP 12 (2020) 008, arXiv:2008.04918
[hep-ph].

[13] G. Lucente and P. Carenza, “Supernova bound on
Axion-Like Particles coupled with electrons,”
arXiv:2107.12393 [hep-ph].

[14] J. A. Grifols, E. Masso, and R. Toldra, “Gamma-rays
from SN1987A due to pseudoscalar conversion,” Phys.
Rev. Lett. 77 (1996) 2372–2375,
arXiv:astro-ph/9606028 [astro-ph].

[15] J. W. Brockway, E. D. Carlson, and G. G. Raffelt,
“SN1987A gamma-ray limits on the conversion of
pseudoscalars,” Phys. Lett. B383 (1996) 439–443,
arXiv:astro-ph/9605197 [astro-ph].

[16] A. Payez, C. Evoli, T. Fischer, M. Giannotti, A. Mirizzi,
and A. Ringwald, “Revisiting the SN1987A gamma-ray
limit on ultralight axion-like particles,” JCAP 1502
(2015) 006, arXiv:1410.3747 [astro-ph.HE].

[17] M. Giannotti, L. D. Duffy, and R. Nita, “New
constraints for heavy axion-like particles from
supernovae,” JCAP 01 (2011) 015, arXiv:1009.5714
[astro-ph.HE].

[18] J. Jaeckel, P. C. Malta, and J. Redondo, “Decay
photons from the axionlike particles burst of type II
supernovae,” Phys. Rev. D98 no. 5, (2018) 055032,
arXiv:1702.02964 [hep-ph].

[19] M. Meyer, M. Giannotti, A. Mirizzi, J. Conrad, and
M. A. Sánchez-Conde, “Fermi Large Area Telescope as
a Galactic Supernovae Axionscope,” Phys. Rev. Lett.
118 no. 1, (2017) 011103, arXiv:1609.02350
[astro-ph.HE].

[20] M. Meyer and T. Petrushevska, “Search for
Axionlike-Particle-Induced Prompt γ-Ray Emission
from Extragalactic Core-Collapse Supernovae with the
Fermi Large Area Telescope,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 124
no. 23, (2020) 231101, arXiv:2006.06722
[astro-ph.HE]. [erratum: Phys. Rev.
Lett.125,no.11,119901(2020)].

[21] G. G. Raffelt, J. Redondo, and N. Viaux Maira, “The
meV mass frontier of axion physics,” Phys. Rev. D 84
(2011) 103008, arXiv:1110.6397 [hep-ph].

[22] L. Di Luzio, M. Giannotti, E. Nardi, and L. Visinelli,
“The landscape of QCD axion models,” Phys. Rept.
870 (2020) 1–117, arXiv:2003.01100 [hep-ph].

[23] P. Agrawal et al., “Feebly-Interacting Particles:FIPs
2020 Workshop Report,” arXiv:2102.12143 [hep-ph].

[24] K. Barth et al., “CAST constraints on the
axion-electron coupling,” JCAP 1305 (2013) 010,
arXiv:1302.6283 [astro-ph.SR].

[25] J. Jaeckel and L. J. Thormaehlen, “Distinguishing
Axion Models with IAXO,” JCAP 03 (2019) 039,
arXiv:1811.09278 [hep-ph].

[26] S. Hoof, J. Jaeckel, and L. J. Thormaehlen,
“Quantifying uncertainties in the solar axion flux and
their impact on determining axion model parameters,”
arXiv:2101.08789 [hep-ph].

[27] A. W. Strong, R. Diehl, H. Halloin, V. Schoenfelder,
L. Bouchet, P. Mandrou, F. Lebrun, and R. Terrier,

“Gamma-ray continuum emission from the inner
galactic region as observed with integral/spi,” Astron.
Astrophys. 444 (2005) 495, arXiv:astro-ph/0509290
[astro-ph].

[28] L. Bouchet, J.-P. Roques, and E. Jourdain, “On the
morphology of the electron-positron annihilation
emission as seen by SPI/INTEGRAL,” Astrophys. J.
720 (2010) 1772–1780, arXiv:1007.4753
[astro-ph.HE].

[29] T. Siegert, R. Diehl, G. Khachatryan, M. G. H. Krause,
F. Guglielmetti, J. Greiner, A. W. Strong, and
X. Zhang, “Gamma-ray spectroscopy of Positron
Annihilation in the Milky Way,” Astron. Astrophys.
586 (2016) A84, arXiv:1512.00325 [astro-ph.HE].

[30] T. Siegert, R. M. Crocker, R. Diehl, M. G. H. Krause,
F. H. Panther, M. M. M. Pleintinger, and
C. Weinberger, “Constraints on positron annihilation
kinematics in the inner Galaxy,” Astron. Astrophys.
627 (2019) A126, arXiv:1906.00498 [astro-ph.HE].

[31] C. A. Kierans et al., “Detection of the 511keV Galactic
Positron Annihilation Line with COSI,” Astrophys. J.
895 no. 1, (2020) 44, arXiv:1912.00110
[astro-ph.HE].

[32] N. Craig, A. Hook, and S. Kasko, “The Photophobic
ALP,” JHEP 09 (2018) 028, arXiv:1805.06538
[hep-ph].

[33] A. Mezzacappa and S. W. Bruenn, “A numerical
method for solving the neutrino Boltzmann equation
coupled to spherically symmetric stellar core collapse,”
Astrophys. J. 405 (1993) 669–684.

[34] M. Liebendoerfer, O. E. B. Messer, A. Mezzacappa,
S. W. Bruenn, C. Y. Cardall, and F. K. Thielemann, “A
Finite difference representation of neutrino radiation
hydrodynamics for spherically symmetric general
relativistic supernova simulations,” Astrophys. J. Suppl.
150 (2004) 263–316, arXiv:astro-ph/0207036
[astro-ph].

[35] F. Calore, P. Carenza, C. Eckner, M. Giannotti,
J. Jaeckel, A. Mirizzi, and F. Sivo, “In preparation.,”.

[36] W. DeRocco, P. W. Graham, D. Kasen,
G. Marques-Tavares, and S. Rajendran, “Observable
signatures of dark photons from supernovae,” JHEP 02
(2019) 171, arXiv:1901.08596 [hep-ph].

[37] M. Altmann, F. von Feilitzsch, C. Hagner, L. Oberauer,
Y. Declais, and E. Kajfasz, “Search for the electron
positron decay of axions and axion - like particles at a
nuclear power reactor at Bugey,” Z. Phys. C68 (1995)
221–227.

[38] G. Grilli di Cortona, E. Hardy, J. Pardo Vega, and
G. Villadoro, “The QCD axion, precisely,” JHEP 01
(2016) 034, arXiv:1511.02867 [hep-ph].

[39] I. G. Irastorza and J. Redondo, “New experimental
approaches in the search for axion-like particles,” Prog.
Part. Nucl. Phys. 102 (2018) 89–159,
arXiv:1801.08127 [hep-ph].

[40] M. Bauer, M. Neubert, and A. Thamm, “Collider
Probes of Axion-Like Particles,” JHEP 12 (2017) 044,
arXiv:1708.00443 [hep-ph].

[41] P. Jean, J. Knodlseder, W. Gillard, N. Guessoum,
K. Ferriere, A. Marcowith, V. Lonjou, and J. P. Roques,
“Spectral analysis of the galactic e+ e- annihilation
emission,” Astron. Astrophys. 445 (2006) 579–589,
arXiv:astro-ph/0509298.

[42] P. Jean, W. Gillard, A. Marcowith, and K. Ferriere,

http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.08108
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2017/10/010
http://arxiv.org/abs/1708.02111
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/12/008
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.04918
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.04918
http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.12393
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.77.2372
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.77.2372
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9606028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(96)00778-2
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9605197
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2015/02/006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2015/02/006
http://arxiv.org/abs/1410.3747
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2011/01/015
http://arxiv.org/abs/1009.5714
http://arxiv.org/abs/1009.5714
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.055032
http://arxiv.org/abs/1702.02964
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.011103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.011103
http://arxiv.org/abs/1609.02350
http://arxiv.org/abs/1609.02350
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.119901, 10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.231101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.119901, 10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.231101
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.06722
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.06722
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.103008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.103008
http://arxiv.org/abs/1110.6397
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2020.06.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2020.06.002
http://arxiv.org/abs/2003.01100
http://arxiv.org/abs/2102.12143
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2013/05/010
http://arxiv.org/abs/1302.6283
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/03/039
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.09278
http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.08789
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20053798
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20053798
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0509290
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0509290
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/720/2/1772
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/720/2/1772
http://arxiv.org/abs/1007.4753
http://arxiv.org/abs/1007.4753
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201527510
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201527510
http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.00325
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833856
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833856
http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.00498
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab89a9
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab89a9
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.00110
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.00110
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2018)028
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.06538
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.06538
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/172395
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/380191
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/380191
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0207036
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0207036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2019)171
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2019)171
http://arxiv.org/abs/1901.08596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01566670
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01566670
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2016)034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2016)034
http://arxiv.org/abs/1511.02867
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2018.05.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2018.05.003
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.08127
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2017)044
http://arxiv.org/abs/1708.00443
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20053765
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0509298


13

“Positron transport in the interstellar medium,” Astron.
Astrophys. 508 (2009) 1099, arXiv:0909.4022
[astro-ph.HE].

[43] P. Martin, A. W. Strong, P. Jean, A. Alexis, and
R. Diehl, “Galactic annihilation emission from
nucleosynthesis positrons,” Astron. Astrophys. 543
(2012) A3, arXiv:1205.1194 [astro-ph.HE].

[44] W. Wang, C. S. J. Pun, and K. S. Cheng, “Could
electron-positron annihilation lines in the galactic
center result from pulsar winds?,” Astron. Astrophys.
446 (2006) 943–948, arXiv:astro-ph/0509760.

[45] E. Kalemci, S. E. Boggs, P. A. Milne, and S. P.
Reynolds, “Searching for annihilation radiation from sn
1006 with spi on integral,” Astrophys. J. Lett. 640
(2006) L55–L58, arXiv:astro-ph/0602233.

[46] J. F. Beacom and H. Yuksel, “Stringent constraint on
galactic positron production,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 97
(2006) 071102, arXiv:astro-ph/0512411.

[47] I. M. McHardy et al., “The Origin of the cosmic soft
x-ray background: Optical identification of an
extremely deep ROSAT survey,” Mon. Not. Roy.
Astron. Soc. 295 (1998) 641, arXiv:astro-ph/9703163.

[48] K. Watanabe, D. H. Hartmann, M. D. Leising, L.-S.
The, G. H. Share, and R. L. Kinzer, “The cosmic γ-ray
background from supernovae,” AIP Conference
Proceedings 410 no. 1, (1997) 1223–1227,
https://aip.scitation.org/doi/pdf/10.1063/1.53933.
https:

//aip.scitation.org/doi/abs/10.1063/1.53933.
[49] N. Prantzos et al., “The 511 keV emission from positron

annihilation in the Galaxy,” Rev. Mod. Phys. 83 (2011)
1001–1056, arXiv:1009.4620 [astro-ph.HE].

[50] A. Mirizzi, G. G. Raffelt, and P. D. Serpico, “Earth
matter effects in supernova neutrinos: Optimal detector
locations,” JCAP 0605 (2006) 012,
arXiv:astro-ph/0604300 [astro-ph].

[51] M. Ahlers, P. Mertsch, and S. Sarkar, “On cosmic ray
acceleration in supernova remnants and the
FERMI/PAMELA data,” Phys. Rev. D80 (2009)
123017, arXiv:0909.4060 [astro-ph.HE].

[52] K. Rozwadowska, F. Vissani, and E. Cappellaro, “On
the rate of core collapse supernovae in the milky way,”
New Astron. 83 (2021) 101498, arXiv:2009.03438
[astro-ph.HE].

[53] N. Guessoum, P. Jean, and W. Gillard, “The Lives and
deaths of positrons in the interstellar medium,” Astron.
Astrophys. 436 (2005) 171, arXiv:astro-ph/0504186.

[54] S. G. Karshenboim, “Precision study of positronium:
Testing bound state QED theory,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. A
19 (2004) 3879–3896, arXiv:hep-ph/0310099.

[55] P. Martin, J. Vink, S. Jiraskova, P. Jean, and R. Diehl,

“Annihilation emission from young supernova
remnants,” Astron. Astrophys. 519 (2010) A100,
arXiv:1006.2537 [astro-ph.HE].

[56] J. E. Reed, J. J. Hester, A. C. Fabian, and P. F.
Winkler, “The Three-dimensional Structure of the
Cassiopeia A Supernova Remnant. I. The Spherical
Shell,” Astrophys. J. 440 (Feb., 1995) 706.

[57] J. R. Thorstensen, R. A. Fesen, and S. van den Bergh,
“The Expansion Center and Dynamical Age of the
Galactic Supernova Remnant Cassiopeia A,” The
Astronomical Journal 122 no. 1, (July, 2001) 297–307,
arXiv:astro-ph/0104188 [astro-ph].

[58] J. Iguaz, P. D. Serpico, and T. Siegert, “Isotropic X-ray
bound on Primordial Black Hole Dark Matter,” Phys.
Rev. D 103 no. 10, (2021) 103025, arXiv:2104.03145
[astro-ph.CO].

[59] G. Ballesteros, J. Coronado-Blázquez, and D. Gaggero,
“X-ray and gamma-ray limits on the primordial black
hole abundance from Hawking radiation,” Phys. Lett.
B808 (2020) 135624, arXiv:1906.10113
[astro-ph.CO].

[60] A. Priya and C. Lunardini, “Diffuse neutrinos from
luminous and dark supernovae: prospects for upcoming
detectors at the O(10) kt scale,” JCAP 1711 (2017)
031, arXiv:1705.02122 [astro-ph.HE].

[61] Planck Collaboration, N. Aghanim et al., “Planck 2018
results. VI. Cosmological parameters,” Astron.
Astrophys. 641 (2020) A6, arXiv:1807.06209
[astro-ph.CO].

[62] R. Arcodia, S. Campana, R. Salvaterra, and
G. Ghisellini, “X-ray absorption towards high-redshift
sources: probing the intergalactic medium with
blazars,” Astron. Astrophys. 616 (2018) A170,
arXiv:1804.04668 [astro-ph.HE].

[63] Y. Ueda, M. Akiyama, G. Hasinger, T. Miyaji, and
M. G. Watson, “Toward the Standard Population
Synthesis Model of the X-Ray Background: Evolution
of X-Ray Luminosity and Absorption Functions of
Active Galactic Nuclei Including Compton-Thick
Populations,” Astrophys. J. 786 (2014) 104,
arXiv:1402.1836 [astro-ph.CO].

[64] e-ASTROGAM Collaboration, M. Tavani et al.,
“Science with e-ASTROGAM: A space mission for
MeV–GeV gamma-ray astrophysics,” JHEAp 19 (2018)
1–106, arXiv:1711.01265 [astro-ph.HE].

[65] AMEGO Collaboration, R. Caputo et al., “All-sky
Medium Energy Gamma-ray Observatory: Exploring
the Extreme Multimessenger Universe,”
arXiv:1907.07558 [astro-ph.IM].

http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/200809830
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/200809830
http://arxiv.org/abs/0909.4022
http://arxiv.org/abs/0909.4022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201118721
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201118721
http://arxiv.org/abs/1205.1194
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20053559
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20053559
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0509760
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/503289
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/503289
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0602233
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.071102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.071102
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0512411
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.1998.01318.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.1998.01318.x
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9703163
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.53933
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.53933
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://aip.scitation.org/doi/pdf/10.1063/1.53933
https://aip.scitation.org/doi/abs/10.1063/1.53933
https://aip.scitation.org/doi/abs/10.1063/1.53933
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.83.1001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.83.1001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1009.4620
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2006/05/012
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0604300
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.123017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.123017
http://arxiv.org/abs/0909.4060
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.newast.2020.101498
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.03438
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.03438
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20042454
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20042454
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0504186
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X04020142
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X04020142
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0310099
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201014171
http://arxiv.org/abs/1006.2537
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/175308
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/321138
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/321138
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0104188
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.103025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.103025
http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.03145
http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.03145
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135624
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135624
http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.10113
http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.10113
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2017/11/031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2017/11/031
http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.02122
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833910
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833910
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.06209
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.06209
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201732322
http://arxiv.org/abs/1804.04668
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/786/2/104
http://arxiv.org/abs/1402.1836
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jheap.2018.07.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jheap.2018.07.001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.01265
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.07558

	I Introduction
	II ALPs from Supernovae: production and decays
	A ALP production in a SN core
	B ALP decays into electron-positron pairs

	III Positron bounds
	A Flux from Galactic supernovae
	B Extra-galactic supernovae

	IV Discussion and Conclusions
	 Acknowledgments
	 Appendix: Quantifying the uncertainties of the model
	 References

